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SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION
AND INVOCATION OF RIGHTS UNDER
THE PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT, 44 U.S.C. § 3512

The State of North Dakota, Information Technology Department (“North Dakota”),
hereby supplements its Petition for Reconsideration and Invocation of Rights under the
Paperwork Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. § 3512, filed November 19, 2003.! In the interests of a

complete record, this Supplement is being submitted to report further information concerning the

OMB approval process that has just come to the attention of undersigned counsel and to address

! The petition requests reconsideration of the Commission’s Order, FCC 03-240, released

October 21, 2003 (Commissioners Copps and Adelstein dissenting and issuing a Joint
Statement)(“FCC Order”), denying review of an Order of the Wireline Competition Bureau,
Telecommunications Access Policy Division, DA 02-956, released April 24, 2002 (“Bureau
Order”).



two additional questions raised by the Wireline Competition Bureau staff during a recent ex parte
meeting.2
1. FURTHER OMB INFORMATION.

In addition to the previously cited Office of Management and Budget (“OMB”)
extension, the undersigned counsel has just noted a further OMB action approving certain minor
non-substantive revisions to the year 4 FCC Form 471. These changes are unrelated to the
“NEW and FIRM” postmark requirement, further confirming the lack of required OMB approval
for the “NEW and FIRM” requirement.

On October 19, 2000, soon after OMB extended authority to continue use of the existing
Form 471 for an additional three-year period, the Commission submitted a second application to
OMB seeking approval for certain minor nonsubstantive revisions to the approved information
collection. This second application (Attachment A hereto) sought emergency review without the
need for prior public notice in view of the short tumaround time. As described in the
Commission’s transmittal letter, all requested revisions were “non-substantive” in nature and

made:

“to enhance clarity and to reduce processing costs. See the attached matrix for a listing of
all changes made to the form along with the corresponding rationale. We believe that the
revisions made to the Form 471 are nonsubstantive. However, out of an abundance of
caution, we resubmit FCC Form 471 to OMB for review and approval. We do not believe
the revisions will have a significant impact on our current burden estimate.””

2 See Letter to Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, FCC, from the undersigned reporting Ex Parte
conference, filed August 20, 2004.

} Letter to Mr. Donald Arbuckle, Acting Administrator and Deputy Administrator, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, dated October 19, 2000, p. 1. (Attachment A, p.
1)(emphasis added).




Notice of OMB’s approval of this second application, granted October 25, 2000, was published
in the Federal Register on November 8, 2000. See 65 F.R. 67006.

The matrix attached to the OMB application (Attachment A hereto, pp. 11-14) listed all
changes to the Form 471 for which OMB approval was requested. As shown therein, none of the
requested changes dealt in any way with the “NEW and FIRM” year 4 postmarking
requirement.* While making extremely detailed changes in other parts of the form, OMB
approval for the substantial change in Block 6 filing instructions was neither sought nor obtained
in this second application.

In stark contrast, the current edition of the Form 471 highlights the present version of the
“NEW and FIRM” postmarking requirement as one of the “KEY INFORMATION” items in a
prominent place on the first page of the Instructions.” This version of the form containing the
postmarking requirement appears to have been first approved by OMB on March 24, 2003 in
order to clarify the instructions and make them easier to understand.® Prior to that date, however,
the “NEW and FIRM” postmarking requirement lacked OMB approval and is therefore

unenforceable.

* The minor revision made to the text of the filing instructions on the form (see Petition for
Reconsideration, p. 9, fn.7) was not included on the matrix and therefore was not presented to
OMB for approval.

> Instructions for Completing the Schools and Libraries Universal Service Services Ordered and
Certification Form (FCC Form 471), October 2003, p.1, drawing the reader’s attention in bold
face print to the form section “Filing Requirements for Forms 471 Submitted on Paper and
Online.” (pp. 8-9).

® Public Information Collections Approved by Office of Management and Budget, 68 F. R.
23310 (May 1, 2003)(*The Commission revised the FCC Form 471 and instructions to make it
possible to read with electronic readers, to update references to current deadlines and relevant
statutes, and to clarify explanations and make the form generally easier to understand.”)



II. RESPONSE TO ADDITIONAL STAFF QUESTIONS.

A. The “NEW and FIRM” Requirement Constitutes a Substantive
Modification to a Collection of Information Requirement Within
the Scope of the PRA.

The question raised is whether the “NEW and FIRM” requirement constituted a
substantive or material change to a “collection of information™ within the scope of PRA. There
are two aspects to this question: 1) was the information filing procedure part of the previous
“collection of information” subject to OMB approval under PRA; and 2) did the “NEW and
FIRM” requirement constitute a substantive or material change to the previous approved
requirement. Both answers are clearly yes.

On the first point, the prior Block 6 filing instructions indisputably were part of the
“collection of information” (OMB Control # 3060-0806) that had been previously approved by
OMB. The prior requirements set forth on the Form 470 Instructions simply required the
applicant filing electronically also to “complete and mail to the SLD” the Block 6 Certification
form’. The inclusion of information transmittal instructions is just what is contemplated by the
PRA. A “collection of information” within the scope of the PRA is expressly defined by OMB
regulations to include “the act of collecting and disclosing information” and any “plan or other
instrument calling for the collection or disclosure of information.” 5 C.F.R. § 1320.3(c).

Second, the process changes made by the “NEW and FIRM” requirements were both

substantive and material. From the standpoint of the form filer, they did far more than simply

7 As previously noted, these official Instructions were not significantly changed in the year 4

Form 470. The failure to incorporate the “NEW and FIRM” requirement into these Instructions
created substantial confusion and ambiguity for applicants with different documents providing

different and inconsistent instructions. This factor alone is grounds for a waiver of the first-time

requirement under the waiver standards established in Naperville Community Unit School
District 203, 16 FCC Red. 5032 (2001).




establish a new annual deadline date.® The change must be viewed in the context of the different
process and looser requirements applied in earlier years. In place of the previous two-step
process with a distinctly different deadline for each step, the “NEW and FIRM” requirement
substituted a unitary one-step process. It further changed the perfection of filing standard from
receipt by SLD to “postmarking” by the applicant and made it an absolute qualification
requirement. In the Commission’s own words, it was a “new policy” developed by SLD in
consultation with the Commission to eliminate the problem of unexpected shipping delays after
mailing.” In contrast, the standard to perfect the manual filing of the Block 6 Certification after
the window closed had ranged from 106 days in year 2'® and to12 days in year 3..""

As a result of these changes, applicants were required to adjust their filing procedures to
ensure the manual filing of the Block 6 Certification by the same window deadline that applied
to the electronic filing process. The electronic transmission of data and the mailing of a paper
document are distinctly different transactions for an applicant. Having been conditioned in

earlier years to complete each transaction separately in a sequential “one-after-the-other” fashion

® Even if it were viewed as a change in filing deadline alone, this change would be subject to
OMB approval under the PRA. See fn. 6, supra (OMB approval requested and granted for new
filing dates).

? Alpine County Unified School District, DA 02-218, released January 31,2002, paragraph 3
(emphasis added). While numerous ruling have noted that this change was intended to benefit
applicants, that is irrelevant to the issue raised herein as to whether the substantial change was
lawfully implemented under PRA with clear and fair notice permitting applicants to adjust to the
change.

10 See Edgerton Public School, DA 01-2803, released December 4, 2001 (paragraph 3). As
summarized therein, this deadline was set after the close of the window due apparently to the
slowness in receiving the paper filings. The only requirement prior to the close of the window
was to complete and mail the paper documents with no deadline given.

" West Jasper School District, DA 01-2769, released November 29, 2001 (paragraph 11).



with no window deadline for the second step'?, obviously some adjustment in filing procedures
was required. The PRA was intended to address exactly this type of a situation. The burdens the
PRA charges OMB to review include required adjustments in procedures to comply with new
filing instructions and in transmitting the information. 44 U.S.C. § 3502(2) & (F).

The magnitude and substantiality of the change is also shown by the large number of
applicants, including North Dakota, who failed to make the required adjustment and were
therefore automatically disqualified. Changes in a filing procedure are one thing where there is
no substantial penalty for a failure to comply with the changed requirement. But where “letter-
perfect” adherence to the new filing procedure (even if seemingly modest on its face) is a basic
qualifying requirement, it is an animal of a very different color. This has been made very clear
many times by the Court of Appeals in reversing other letter-perfect filing requirements for
failure to implement to the new requirement properly. As held by the Court of Appeals, for
example, in Salzer v. F.C.C., “the less forgiving the FCC’s acceptability standard, the more
precise its requirements must be. The FCC cannot reasonably expect applications to be letter-
perfect when, as here, its instructions for those applications are incomplete, ambiguous or

improperly promulgated.”"?

2 For example, with respect io the related Form 470, in urging applicants to file electronically,
the SLD had advised applicants to “remember that you will then need to mail in your printed-out,
signed Block 6 certification as soon as possible after you complete the online application, but
these certifications will be accepted even after our March Form 470 deadline.” Friday is Form
470 Day, SLD Website, March 1999 Announcements.

B 778 F.2d 869, 875 (D.C.Cir. 1885). See also, Satellite Broadcasting Co., Inc. v. F.C.C., 824
F.2d 1 (D.C. Cir. 1987).




The Commission may not have it both ways. The “NEW and FIRM?” filing requirement
cannot at the same time be both a basic program qualification requirement and an insubstantial
minor change in an OMB approved information collection.

B. The Governing Compliance Standard in the Absence of OMB Approval.

The requirements of PRA and Commission precedent are clear and unequivocal on this
point. As required by OMB regulations, where the information collection is unapproved and thus
lacking a valid control number, “the agency shall not treat a person's failure to comply, in and of
itself, as grounds for withholding the benefit or imposing the penalty. The agency shall instead
permit respondents to prove or satisfy the legal conditions in any other reasonable manner.” 5
C.E.R. § 1320.6(c)(emphasis added). The Commission expressly adopted this standard in
Portland Cellular Partnership: “where an information collection requirement lacks required
OMB approval, we [the Commission] must permit the applicant to provide or satisfy the legal
conditions in any reasonable manner.”'* This properly recognizes that the “public protection”
provisions of the PRA (44 U.S.C. § 3512) are exceedingly broad and must be respected. Under
Section 3512, “if an agency promulgates an information collection without OMB approval,
‘members of the public may ignore it without risk of pcnalty.”’15

In this case, the manner in which North Dakota has complied with the information

collection requirement is well within the zone of reasonableness. North Dakota’s Block 6

' Portland Cellular Partnership, 11 FCC Red. 19997, 20007-08 (1996), aff,d sub nom, Saco
River Cellular v. F.C.C., 133 F. 3d 25 (D.C .Cir. 1998), cert. denied, 525 U.S. 813 (1998). See
also, Dana Communications, Ltd., 7 FCC Rcd. 1878, 1879 (1992)(“agencies may not impose a
penalty for failure to comply with an unauthorized information requirement, and ‘shall instead
permit respondents to prove or satisfy the legal condition in any other reasonable manner.” See
Section 1320.5(b).”); Kent S. Foster, 7 FCC Red. 7971, 7972, fn. 10 (1992); and Fair Oaks
Cellular Partners, 10 FCC Rcd. 9980, 9982 (1995).

'3 Portland Cellular Partnership, supra at 20002, citing, Dole v. United Steelworkers of
America, 494 U.S. 26, 40 (1990).



Certification was mailed to SLD on February 9, 2001, soon after the close of the filing window,
and presumably received soon thereafter. There is no evidence that this minor delay would have
prejudiced the processing of the application by SLD in any way.

By way of comparison, in Portland Cellular Partnership and other cases, corrective
filings have been uniformly allowed without regard to any arbitrary or pre-existing deadline. See
Portland Cellular, 11 FCC Rcd. at 20007-08; Dana, 7 FCC Rcd. at 1879; and Foster, 7 FCC
Rcd. at 7972, fn. 10. In Portland Cellular, for example, the claim of a PRA violation was not
even raised until 6 years after the filing of the application and the corrective amendment
submitted thereafter. And in Fair Oaks, notwithstanding a firm FCC rule requiring the filing of
financial commitment letters with the application, the Commission held that the applicant was
entitled under PRA to “prove its financial qualifications in any reasonable manner, including by
reliance on the Motorola letter . . .” that had been submitted several months after the filing of the
application. 10 FCC Rcd. at 9982.

More specifically, it would be legally wrong for the Commission to measure compliance
by reference to the specific period allowed after the close of the widow for the Block 6 filing in a
prior year such as year 3. The specific period set (12 days) set for the receipt of Block 6 in 2003
was not the standard in effect for year 4. It has no factual or legal significance to the evaluation
under PRA standards of the reasonableness of North Dakota’s Block 6 submission.'® Moreover,
in the absence of the unapproved “NEW and FIRM” filing requirement, the Form 471 filing
instructions (FCC Form 471 Instructions — September 1999 and 2000, p. 5) only required that the

Block 6 Certification be completed and mailed to SLD, with no specified deadline for the

' If compliance measured by a prior filing period were the proper standard, one could just as
easily select year 2 where a 112 day filing period was allowed.



completion of this act. By any objective standard, North Dakota’s Block 6 filing for year 4
satisfied this requirement in a reasonable manner.
CONCLUSION

The Court of Appeals in Salzer and other cases has condemned letter-perfect filing
requirements that are incomplete, ambiguous or improperly promulgated. The “NEW and FIRM”
requirement fails on all counts. It was unlawfully promulgated under the PRA. And for this
reason, the FCC provided applicants with incomplete, ambiguous, confusing and, indeed,
conflicting compliance instructions. Applicants reading one document on the website might
know of the substantial new requirement, whereas the official Instructions that are part of the
Form 470 (the document that applicants could reasonably expect to be the primary source of
guidance) conveyed different and inconsistent instructions. This confusing situation, which
disadvantaged numerous applicants, is just what the PRA was intended to prevent.

Accordingly, the rejection of North Dakota’s application is unlawful under the Paperwork
Reduction Act and must be rescinded. The pending petition for reconsideration should be
promptly granted, its application reinstated and remanded to the SLD for processing.

Respectfully submitted,

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY DEPARTMENT
STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

B@ ,5:7—”1(?;:%

Ramsey L. Woodworth
Special Assistant Attorney General

1730 Rhode Island Avenue, NW, Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20036-3101

Tel: 202-772-0013

It’s Attorney

August 25, 2004



ATTACHMENT A

PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT SUBMISSION, DATED OCTOBER 19, 2000
(NOT INCLUDING FCC FORM 471 AND INSTRUCTIONS
APPENDED TO APPLICATION)
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

0CT 19 2000

Mr. Donald Arbuckle

Acting Administrator and Deputy Administrator
Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs
Office of Management and Budget

Washington, D.C. 20503

Dear Mr. Arbuckle:

Enclosed please find a request for emergency review under the provisions of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U,8,C. § 3507(g). We are seeking approval of the
enclosed information collection requirement for section 254 of the Telecommunications
Act of 1996, Due to the short tumaround time, we request a waiver of the notice
requirements of 5§ C.F.R. § 1320.8(d) and 1320.5(a)(1)(iv).

On November 8, 1996, the Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service released a
. Recommended Decision in which it made recommendations to assist and counse! the
Commission in the creation of an effective universal service support mechanism that
would ensure that the goals of affordable, quality service and access to advanced services
aze et by means that ephance competition. On November 18, 1996, the Comumission
released a Public Notice (DA 96-1891) seeking public comment on the issues addressed
and recommendations made by the Joint Board in the Recommended Decision. On May
8, 1997, the Commission adopted rules providing, among other things, discounts on all
telecommunications services, Internet access, and intemal connections for all eligible
schools and libraries. Schools and libraries that have ordered telecommmunications
services, Internet access, and internal connections under the universal service discount
program musi file FCC Form 471, “Services Ordered and Certification,” with the
Administrator. Form 471 requires schools and libraties to list all services that have been
ordered and the corresponding discount for which they qualify.

OMB recently approved the FCC Form 471 for a three year period. However, after
further review and consultation with applicants, we discovered that additional
refinements were needed to enhance clarity and to reduce processing costs. See the
attached matrix for a listing of all the changes made to the form along with the
corresponding rationale. We belicve that the revisions made to the FCC Form 471 are
nonsubstantive. However, out of an abundance of caution, we resubmit FCC Form 471
to OMB for review and approval, We do no believe that the revisions will have a
significant impact on our current burden estimate.

The Administrator will use the form for Program Year 4 and subsequent years. Since the
Administrator intends to open the filing window for Year 4 in late October or eatly
November, 2000, and the forms must be available prior to that time so that necessary
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system development can occur in order for the Administrator to be able to process the
forms, we respectfully request OMB approval by October 25, 2000.

The collection of this information is essential to the mission of the agency to ensure that
only eligible entities receive universal service support. If OMB follows the normal
clearance process for information collections, it would effectively impede the
Commission’s ability to carry out its regulatory responsibilities under the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, Delaying the effective date of these information
collection requirements would defeal the Commission’s goal of creating a stable and
predictable program. Furthermore, the information collection requirements have been
carefully designed to collect only the data needed for processing the application.

Please notify me by teleplione of your action as soon as possible at (202) 418-0214,
Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

and Records Management

Enclosure

\{dy .Boley5; %/ é ~
Performance Evalfiati =
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Justification for Emergency Clearance

On November 8, 1996, the Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service released a
| Recommended Decision in which it made recommendations to assist and counsel the
| Commission in the creation of an effective universal service support mechanism that
would epsure that the goals of affordable, quality service and access to advanced setvices
‘ are met by means that enhance competition. On November 18, 1996, the Commission
' released 2 Public Notice (DA 96-1891) seeking public comment on the issues addressed

and recommendations rmade by the Joint Board in the Recommended Decision, On May

8, 1957, the Commission adopted rules providing, among other things, discounts on all

telecommunications services, Internet access, and internal connections for all eligible

schools and libraries. Schools and libraries that have ordered telecommunications
services, Internet access, and internal connections under the universal service discount
program must file FCC Form 47], “Services Ordered and Certification,” with the

Administrator, Form 471 requires schools and libraries to list all services that have been

ordered and the corresponding discount for which they qualify.

OMB recently approved the FCC Form 471 for a three year period. However, after
further review and consuitation with applicants, we discovered that additional
refinements wete needed to enhance clarity and to reduce processing costs. See the
attached matrix for a listing of all the changes made to the form along with the
correspending rationale. We believe that the revisions made to the FCC Form 471 are
nonsubstantive. However, out of an abundance of caution, we resubmit FCC Form 471
to OMB for review and approval. The revisions will not have a significant impact on our
current burden estimate for the form.

The Administrator will use the form for Program Year 4 and subsequent years, Since the -
Administrator intends to open the filing window for Year 4 in late October or early
November, 2000, and the forms must be available prior to that time so that necessary
system development can occur in order for the Administrator to be able to process the
forms, we respectfully request OMB approval by October 25, 2000,

The collection of this information is essential to the mission of the agency to ensure that
only eligible entities receive universal service support. If OMB follows the normal
clearance process for information collections, it would effectively impede the
Commission’s ability to carry out its regulatory responsibilities under the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. Delaying the effective date of these information
collection requirements would defeat the Commission’s goal of creating a stable and
predictable program. Furthermore, the proposed information collection requirements have
been carefully designed to gather only the data needed for processing the application.
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Clearance Officer. Send twa (2) capies of this furm, the collection instrument to be reviewed, the Supporting Statement, and any additicnal documentatior
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_PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT SUBMISSION

itienal forms of assistance in completing this form,

NO. 395 F.S

cartact your egency's Paperwork

1. Agency/Subagency oliginating request 2. OMB control number
| Federal Communications Commission R .
Common Carrier Bureau a. 3060- 0306 b. [1 None
3. Type of information collection (check one) 4, Type of review requested {check one)
O ’ New Collect] a. Reguiar Submission
a. ew Lofiection b. Emergency - Approval requested by:Oct . 25, 2
b. X Revision of 5 currently approved collection e. [ Delegated
e. [O Extension of currently approved collection
d. [ Reinstatement without change, of a praviously 5. Will this Information collection have a significant econormic
approved collection for which approval has expired impact on a substantial number of small entitles?
e. [ Reinstatament, with change, of a previously O Yes B No
approved collection for which approval has expired -
f. [ Existing collection in use without OMB control number | S+ Requested expiration date
. a. [J Three yez syrnrn a%pmval date
For b-f, note Item A2 of Supporting Statement Instructions b. B Other: 7 0/2001
7. Tite
Universal Servics - Schools and Libraries Universal Sarvice Pragram
8. Agency form number(s) (if applicable)
FCC Ferms 470 and 471
8, Keywords ‘
‘reporting requirements, universal service, support, scheols, libraries, telecommunications carriers, Telecommunications Act of 1096"
10. Abstract

The Commission adopted rules providing support for all telecommunications services, Intemet access, and internal connections for ail

eligible schools and libraries. To participate In the program, scheols and libraries must submit a descriptian of the services desired to the
Administrator via FCC Form 470. FCC Form 471 is submifted by schoals and libraries that have ordered telecommunications services,
internet access, and fntarnal connections. The information is used to determine eligibility, FCC Form 471 has been revised.

. Affacted public (Mark primary with "P* and &ll others that apply with “X")

12, Obligation to respond (check one)

a. [_] Individuals or household d || Farms a. (1 Voluntary
b. [X] Business or other for-profit e. [_] Federal Government b. [ Reaquired to obtain or retain benefits
c._[P] Not-for-profit Institutions f. [X] State, Local or Tribal Govemment | ¢ (] Mandatory

13.  Annual recordkeeping and reporting hour burden 14, :n;:ll reparting and recordkamping cost burder (in thousands of
. olars)
:' :_’”""be' of respondents §0.000 a. Total annualized capital/startup costs 0
' goQoo
ofal annual respanses 9 b. Total annual costs (O&M) 2
1. Percentage of those responses
Collected efectronically 90 %, ¢. Total annualized cost requested 0
c. Total annual hours requested 440,000 d. Current OMB inventary o
d. Current OMB Inventory 440,000 e, Differance (+, -) 9
e. Difference (+, -) 0 g. Explanation of differance
i, Explanation of dlfference 1. Pregram change (+, -) D
1. Program change (+, -) 3 2. Adjustment (+, -) o_
2. Adjustment (+,-) e
13. Purpose of Infermation collection {Mark primary with "P and all ; .
ofhers that apply with "X") 16. Frequency of recardkeeping of reporting (check all that apply)
a. [P] Application for benefits e. [] Program planning or a, Recordkeeping b, Third Party Disclosure
b. Program evaluation - :anager:ent & Reporting:
¢. | | General purpose statisties T esearc! )
¢ O] Avait 9. K] Regulatory or 1. B Onoccasion 2. [J Weekly 3. [J Menthly
campliance 4. [T) Quarterly 5. [J semi-apnually 8. [] Annually
7. (] Biennially 8. [[] Other
17. Statistical methods; 18. Agency contact (persoh who can best answer questions
Does this information collection employ statistical methods? regarding the content of this submission),
(7 yes K No Name; Adrian Wright
Phone: 202-418-0854

QME 83+

10/95 A—L_;
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OMB CONTROL NUMBER: TITLE

3060- 0806

Un'versal Servica - Schools and Libraries Universal Service Program

18. Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submission

A. PROGRAM OFFICIAL CERTIFICATION (Internal FCC Use Only)

(1) Signatura (FCC 8/0 Officlal) (2) Date

Mo, (ke Jetote) 7, I082

A
On behalf of this Federal agercy, | certify that the collection of information encompassed by this request complies with
5 CFR 1320.¢.

NOTE: The text of 5 CFR 1320.9, and the related provisions of 5 CFR 1320.8 (b)(3), appear at the end of the

instructions,
instructions.

The certification is to be made with reference to those regulatory provisions as set forth in the

The following is a summary of the topics, regarding the proposed collection of information, that the certification covers:

(a)
(b)
©
(d)
()
{0

(@

(h)

()
()

{tis necessary for the proper performance of agency functions;

it avoids unnecessary duplication;

It reducas burden on small entities;

It uses plain, coherent, and unambiguous language that is understandable to respondents;

s implementation wiil be consistent and eompatible with current reporting and recordkeeping practices:
It indicates the retention periods for recordkeeping requirements;

It informs respondents of the information called for under section § CFR 1320.8(b)(3) abiout:

(iy Why the information is being collected;

(i Use of information;

(i) Burden estimate

(iv) Nature of response (voluntary, required for a benefit, or mandatory)
(v} Nature and sxtent of confidentiality; and

{vi} Need to display currently valld OMB control number,

It was developed by an office that has planned and allocated resources for the efficient and effective
management and use of the information to be collected (see note in itern 19 of the instructions);

it uses sffective and efficient statistical survey msthodolegy (if applicable); and

It makes appropriate use of information technotogy.

If you are unable to certify compliance with any of these provisions, identify the item below and explain the reason in
Item 18 of the Supperting Statement.

B. SENIOR CFFICIAL OR DESIGNEE CERTIFICATION

{1) Signature (FCC OMD) {2) Dite
éz\/é ocT 19 200

OM8E B3+

10/88 A-S
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3060-0806
October 2000

SUPPORTING STATEMENT
FCC Universal Service Forms: FCC Form 470 and Form 471,

Note: This submission is being made pursuant to 44 U.S.C. Section 3507 of the
paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, The Commission is requesting emergency review and
approval of the attached FCC Form 471 to assist the Universal Service Administrator in
administering the universal service support mechanisms. FCC Form 470 will remain in
effect as currently approved by OMB. The Commission requests that OMB approve the
attached form by October 25, 2000. Due to the short turnaround time, we request a
waiver of the notice requirements of 5 CFR Sections 1320.8 and 1320.5.

A. Justification

1. On November, 8, 1996, the Joint Board released a recommended Decision in which it
made recommendations to assist and counsel the Commission in the creation of an
effective universal support mechanism that would ensure that the goals of affordable,
quality service and access to advanced services are met by means that enhance
competition. On May 8, 1997, the Commission adopted rules providing discounts on
all telecommunications services, Internet access, and internal connections for all
eligible schools and libraries. To participate in the pmgram, schools and libraries
must submit FCC Forms 470 and 471.

a. Submission of FCC Form 470 ‘“Description of Service Regquested and
Certification,”
Schools and libraries ordering telecommunications services, Intermnet access, and
internal connections under the universal service discount program must submit a
description of the services desired to the Administrator. Schools and libraries may use
the same description they use to meet the requirement that they generally face to
solicit competitive bids. The Administrator will post those Form 470 forms that
request new services on a website for all potential competing service providers to see
and respond to as if they were requests for proposals (RFPs). 47 C.FR. §
54.505(b)(2), 47 C.F.R §54.504 (b)3). Pursuant to section 254(h) of the
Telecomrmunications Act of 1996, 47 U.S.C, § 254 (h), schools and libraries must
certify under oath that: (1) the school or library is an eligible entity under section
254(h)(4); (2) the services requested will be used solely for education purposes; (3)
the services will not be sold, resold, or transferred in consideration for money or any
other thing of value; and (4) if the services are being purchased as part of an
aggregated purchase with other entities, the identities of all co-purchasers and the
portion of the services being purchased by the school or library. 47 C.F.R §
54.504(b)(2). For schools ordering telecommunications services at the individual
school level (i.e., primarily non-public schools), the person ordering such services
should certify to the Administrator the percentage of students eligible in that school
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for the national schoel lunch program (or the other acceptable indicators of economic
disadvantage determined by the Commission). This requirement arises in the context
of determining which schools are eligible for greater discounts being offered to
gconomically disadvantaged schools. For schools ordering telecommunications
services at the school district level, the person ordering such services for the school
district should certify to the Administrator the number of students in each of its
schools eligible for the national schoo! lunch program (or the other acceptable
indicators of economic disadvantages). This requirement also arises in the context of
determining which schools are eligible for greater discounts being offered to
economically disadvantaged schools. 47 C.F.R. § 54.505(b)(1). Schools and libraries
must also certify that they have developed a technology plan that has been approved
by an authorized entity. The technology plan should demonstrate that the applicant
will be able to deploy any necessary hardware, software, and wiring, and to undertake
any necessary teacher training required to use effectively the services ordered
pursuant to the section 254(h) discount. 47 CF.R § 54.504(b)(2). (No change
requested. FCC Form 470 will remain in effect as currently approved by OMB).

b. Submission of FCC Form 471 “Services Ordered and Certification.”

Schools and libraries that bave ordered telecommunication services, Internet access,
and infernal connections under the Universal Service Mechanism for Schools and
Libraries must file FCC Form 471 with the Administrator, Form 471 requires schools
and libraries to list all services that have been ordered and the funding needs for the
current funding year. 47 C.F.R. § 54.504(b)(2). This form also gathers information
from schools and libraries about the technology currently available to the entity and

attached memno and matrix which details all changes made to the FCC Form 471.
Most of the changes made are for clarification purposes. We anticipate no change in
burden).

what is made possible by their application for universal service fund discounts, (Seel

All schools and libraries planning to order services eligible for universal service
discounts must file FCC Forms 470 and 471. The purpose of this information is to
help determine which schools and libraries are eligible for the greater discounts.
Schools and libraries must certify to the Administrator that they have developed an
approved technology plan via Form 471. This requirement is designed to help schools
and libraries avoid the waste that might arise from requests for services that the
schools and libraries would be unable to use for the educational purposes intended.

Applicants will be able to electronically file or mail their submissions. Copies of the
forms will be available via the Administrator’s website.

There will be no duplication of information. The information sought is unique to each
respondent and similar information is not already available.

Entities directly subject to the requirements in the forms are primarily schools and
libraries. The forms have been designed to impose the least possible burden on the
respondents.
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Failing to collect the information, or collecting it less frequently, would prevent the
Commission from implementing section 254 of the 1996 Act and ensuring that the
goals of affordable service and access to advanced services are met by means that
enhance, rather than distort, competition,

2

=~

Applicants are required to retain certain filings for five years. The records are
needed in case the applicant is audited. If an applicant is audited, it should be able to
demonstrate to the auditor how the entries in its application were provided.

8. This is an emetgency request. We ask OMB to waive the notice requirements of S
CFR 1320. The public will be given an opportunity to comment on the collection
prior to our resubmission under regular procedures,

9. There will be no payments or gift to respondents.

10. The Commission is not requesting that the respondents submit confidential
information to the Commission. If the Commission requests applicants to submit
information that the respondents believe is confidential, respondents may request
confidential treatment of such information under section 0.459 of the Commission’s
rules.

11. There are no questions of a sensitive nature with respect to the information collected,
12. The following represents the hour burden on the collections of information:

a. Submission of FCC Form 470 “Description of Service Regquested and

Certification.”

(1) Number of respondents: Approximately 50,000 public school districts, private
schools and public library systems.

(2) Frequency of response; On occasion. Each school and library must submit
FCC Form 470, describing the services desired, to the Administrator,

(3) Annual burden per response: 4 hours. The total annual hour burden is 200,000
hours. This estimate includes the time needed for complying with the record
retention requirement.

(4) Total estimate of the annualized cost to respondents for the hour burdens for
collection of information; $8,000,000.

(5) Explanation of calculation; We estimate that this obligation will take
approximately 4 hours and will occur once a year for 50,000 schools and
libraries. 50,000 (number of respondents) x 1 (humber of submissions
required) x 4 (hours to prepare form, including time for reading instructions) x
$40 per hour {including administrative staff time and overhead) = $8,000,000.

b. Submission of FCC Form 471 “Services Ordered, Certification. and

Termination.”
(1) Number of respondents: Approximately 60,000 public schoel districts, private

schools and public library systems.
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(2) Erequency of response: On occasion. Each school and library must submit
FCC Form 471, describing the services desired, to the Administrator.

(3) Annual burden per response: 4 hours. The total annual hour burden is 240,000
hours. This estimate includes the time need for complying with the record
retention requirement,

(4) Total estimate of the annualized cost to respondents for the hour burdens for
collection of information: $9,600,000,

(5) Explanation _of calenlation: We estimate that this obligation will take
approximately 4 hours and will occur once a year for 60,000 schools and
libraries. 60,000 (number of respondents) x 1 (number of submissions
required) x 4 (hours to prepare form, including time for reading instructions) x
$40 per hour (including administrative staff time and overhead) = $9,600,000.

Total Annual Burden = 200,000 + 240,000 = 440,000 burden hours.

(1) Total capital start-up costs component annualized over its expected useful life: $0,
The collections will not require the purchase of additional equipment.

(2) Total operation and maintenance and purchase of service component: $0. The
collections will not result in additional operation or maintenance expenses,

There will be few, if any costs to the Commission because notice and enfarcement
requirements are already part of Commission duties. Moreover, there will be minimal
cost to the Federal government since an outside party will administer this program.

The public burden for the collections contained herein continues to be 440,000
burden hours. Even though the FCC form 471 has been revised, we do not anticipate
any significant change in burden. The collections are necessary to implement the
universal service discount program for schools and libraries.

The Commission will make the information required by 47 C.F.R. § 54,504 publicly
available on the Internet. Other non-proprietary information will likely be made
publicly available although the Commission does not have specific plans for doing so
at this time.

The Commission secks continued approval to not display the expiration date for
OMB approval of the information collections. Display of the expiration date on the
forms and instructions would not be in the public interest because, after the approval
period, we would have to destroy all of the unused forms bearing the expiration date,
This would constitute waste and would not be cost effective.

Applicants are required to retain certain records longer than three years, Applicants
must retain records to be able to demonstrate to the auditor how the entries in their
application were provided. This is an emergency request. We ask OMB to waive the
notice requirements of 5 CFR 1320.

Collections of Information Employing Statistical Methods.
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The Commission does not anticipate that the collection of information will employ
statistical methods.
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DETAIL OF CHANGES OF YEAR 4 FORM 471 SUBMITTED TO THE FCC 10/16/00

Change N° | Blockfitem od fNew Ratiorale
|Applying tor discountson different shared (Check box bacame Bullel) A pplying for Clarfty and fess tawtlen.
jeervicas shared by difierent groups ol schools [discounts on diferenl shared services shared
(with or withoud site-specific services as well): by diffetent groups of schools (with or without
site-specific services as wal()
8 ftem 10b st entities and calenlite discoundls) Lzt entitles and calculate discound(s). Provwdes for darly of dafa; avoids misideatfication duaing pFocassing.
School Distiicd Name:_____ School
Disiricd Entity Number.
Cobamn 1 {Name 6 Schoat Name of Eligibla Schoot Clarity
District Totaly for calculawiy Weighled Average | Totaks for calcaating Weighics age Discount  |Claty
Dscount
Cohimns Silank (roumd to 2 dacinat pleces) Clarity B
2 Upper rght  {Blank {For Administralor's Use) Facilifales USAC processing.
coaTes of
page: .
10 ﬁﬂbdm Diccount Calculation Worksheet B For Discount Cafculation Works fesd 8 For Libraries| Confonming edpsiment 1o atign-vith change 7* 1 abova, B
[Workshee! B]Libraries (Outiets and Srstems)
Title
Instructions: Libraries uss ifis Worksheet ta 1 you ars fling = lisary applcation, usa s Cianty
caiculate tha discount relels) for their system and  fworksheed fo calculate the discoum raie(s} for
ouflels based on schoo! district(s) in which they sre joulielsuranches snd systems
1 100 [Check unly one: H you are: Clasity T
Applylng for discounts OMLY for one site [SuchjAppiying for discount ONLY for one Charity
23 a libeary Syswm thatis alf on one site) or  joutlel/bwanch or ONLY for site-specific
ONLY for sibe-apecific services: Compieia services: Complete colurmns 1-5 only for each
jeoiumns 1-5 ooly for each site. Alach and number [ouislbrench. Add and nuwnber pages a5 needed.
adgelionak pages as clac_
Applying for discounts on serices shared by {Applying (or diseounts on services shared by |Clarity
ALL sites in library systam (with or withoid site JALL cutiatsibancies fn the \ibraty systam
iepecHic srrvices as well): {with or willrout sife-specific services as weil):
{Applylag tor discounts on different shared Applying for discounts on ditferent shared Ctarrty
SR1Vices thal are shasd Ly different groups of [services that awe ahared by dilferent groups af
siegloutiuts: Mlaass piete one worksheel, odtietad hes: Comnplete ona worksheet,
columna 1-5 PLUS 10¢, for EAGH group of sharing jooimns 1-5 PLUS 10c, for EACH ifferent graup of
ontitips. diets/banches sharing a sarvice,
iz 160 List antittes and calculsts: diacount(s). Lis{ entities and calcnlnte discount(s), |Provides for olarity of dala; 2voids misidestification dixing processing.
Lbrary System Name:, Library -
Number; ’
Coluen 1 {Name of Elbrary System {7 ail on ore sik) o [Name ol ERgibls Librery Clarity
individuaj {oufletbranoh)
Entity Number Cianty
1-10 deghs}
Daia oolincted efsevwhers on form; not needed hera.

Sdhaols Lidraits Oiision, USAC Ociober 2000
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DETAIL OF CHANGES OF YEAR 4 FORM 471 SUBMITTED TO THE FCC 10/16/00

Change '] Biccxlem (] Naw Rationate
Colsmn 4 |Nsmw of Scheot Distrid MName of School District Clarily whwra rebevant
in which sile in Colummn 1is located in which aulie¥iwanch in Coluan Lis located
13 10¢ Shared Discoumt % (Cd. 5 toia! divided by #of  [Shared Discount % {Col 5 total divided by #of Clarity
sites in Col. 1. Rlound 15 yearest %} outiefibranches in Ool1, Rouad o reasest %)
Uppex right [Bilank (Far Adeministrator's Use) Facilitatas USAC provessing.
-comes of
page
Block 4 Instruct C. i Sppl use thes ¥ you are fing & Consorfium apphicafion, uvea this  |Ciarity
Workshes! rhsheet ko calcutate thir descoumis based on rhsheet 10 calculale the sl oF 1 24
14 C e eligible membars’ dicounds. Please provide  |based on aligible membery disootints. Provida
{worksheets A and/or B fon back-up documentation. [wacksheets A andior B for back-up documentation,
o 108 Check onty one: H you are: Clarity
Applying for divconnts ONLY on site-spectfic {{Chack squar became a Duiie1} Applying lor Clarity. One less item to Al in.
Iservices: Complate ontunins -4 only discounts ONLY on site-spacifics services:
Complete columas {-4 only.
| Applying for d t= r1 serwices shared by  §{Chedk box becawe a Bullet} Applying for Clarity, One less itemn to fit
ALL members (wilh or without aite-specific idincounts on services shired by ALL members
sarvices 33 well): § twith or without sHe-specifics services as well):
Apglytng ot o diffeneol sharer (Check box became 8 Buliel) Applying tor Clarty. One less ilem to fll in,
servicay shared by diffeant groups of discounts on different shared setvices shared
! ty Pease picte one by different g8 bf consortiv b
{worksheel, columna 1-4 PLUS T0¢, for each group (Complate ont theel, ool 1-4 PLUS 180, |
of shaday entitics. for EACH different grouy of entities sharing @
10b Column [ELIGHLE MEMBER ENTITIES Name of each ELIGIHLE MEMBER ENTITIES Nama of each Conforming adjirstmant 1o align with chesnge n* 1 abova.
16 1 achiool, schoo) dinol andior lschool, sehoot distict andio iuraty fLe.
il rSem- In artim A) ch, system) in co I
Column 3 |Urban er Rurad Blank Frovides for clarily of dails; avouds msidentification during processing.
or
Colrmn g |ENTITY DISCOUNT indivMua) sohoo?: Disoount JL’Tmnr DISCOUNT School Discoomt hom Conforming sdyusiment ta align wilh change 1 1 BoGve.
trom Wocksheet A School Dintrict: Weighied Workshsst A, Column 7. School Distict: Weighted
e DI i cal; in work LA Average Disvounl from Wockstion! A, Bem 10c.
Libeary Systmin: Discourt Trom Wosksheat B, lern
' 10c
10c Shared Discount % [Col 4 (o1l dindad Dy # of | Sharad Discournt % (Col 4 totol divided by #of | Clarity.
in Col. 1. Rosnd & nearast %) aniiias m Col 1. Round to nearest %)
7 Tahck 5 ltemn | Atowabin Contract Date (nmydd/yyyy, based on [Allowable Yendor Sslection/Contract Date Clatly. Rerogrizas ted@MMTM vendors).
q Fon 470 Biog) ! (mmdddlyyyy) (based on Foan 470 fimg)
18 ftem 19 Senvice Start Dats: o 198 Sarvice Start Date {nunlt Clarify and dale veriication.
fom 16h  [Blank (none} Service End Date {mm/ddiyyyy} (use only for T'
or “MTM" services)
18 lll:n X ©w0) D) togical ssquenne.
Column £

Scwols Libvsiay Division, USAC Qctober 2000
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DETAIL OF CHANGES OF YEAR 4 FORM 471 SUBMITTED TO THE FCC 10/16/00

Change N° | Blockitiem Cld New Rationale

Thle of One-Tima Charges Non-Recuering Charges Clasity pnd consistency in terminalngy.

Coburans F-

v

Column K 5] ) Logical saquencs. -

Block 6 Jiem | The apphcand s eligtis br support because i The entites tisted m Block 4 £ this eppication a (Clanty, -
) 24 mchudes, (Check one of tuth ) {eligiblafor support bacausu ey ora; {(Check ane

or boih.)

em25  |The schook and fibmsres] represenl, have secured| 116 elipdie schouis ahd itare s lisked in block A of |Clanty -

fal [300ess 10 2l ol tha resoures, mciuging this application have seried acoess o all of U
compiders. ... Jiesoemoes, Ncluding compwters. ...
Hem 2€ Al of the Individisal schods, ibraries and arary Al of thwe schools snd Kbranies of Tbreres consoriia {Glemty -

zz consortia isted in Block 4ame oovered by listad i Block 4 of this application ace covered by
28 em 27a schnology planis) hesfeve been approved ﬂmm plan{s} hashave beon spproved; | [Clarky -
'of
item 275 achnology plan(s) will be spproved by a state o | I=chmology plen(s) will be apyroved by @ state or | Clanty -
other suthorized hody other ized body; o .
Hern 32 | racognize het L may be sudied purszant io this || Aopze thal | may be audved purcuent \o (his  [Clardy. i
application and will retain of fvaryears any ant afl [application. | will relain for five years any and all
24 worksheels and othar recorts Hiat | refy upon bo fill [worksheets and ofhes recoids that § rely upon to 18
out ihis application. out Lhis application, and, i rudsed, will meke
fable to the Admimistrator such
25 fiem 34 T {Sighaum of authorized person Clarfly. -
26 Fooles on al%?é Form A71 — September 7509 FCC Form 471 — October 2060 New date.
pages

Schocit Liraries Division, USAC Dciober 2000




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Donna L. Brown, hereby certify that on August 25, 2004, caused copies of the
foregoing “Supplement’ to be hand delivered to the following:

Universal Service Administrative Company*
Schools and Labranes Division

Box 125 - Correspondence Unit

80 South Jefferson Road

Whippany, NJ 07981

Matthew A. Brill

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Daniel Gonzalez

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Martin
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Richard Lemer

Associate Bureau Chief
Wireline Competition Bureau
445 12™ Street , S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

*Via U.S. Mail

Bryan Tramont

Chief of Staff to Chairman Poweli
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Jessica Rosenworcel

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Scott K. Bergmann

Legal Advisor to Commissioner Adelstein
Federal Communications Commaission
445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Narda Jones, Chief
Accounting Policy Division
Wireline Competition Bureau
445 12" Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

L AN/

Donna Brown




